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CTERISTICS OF THE PRIMARY FLOW LOOP OF A 

CONCEPTUAL NUCLEAR BRAYTON SPACE POWERPLANT 

by George E. Turney, Arthur W. Kieffer, and Edward J. Petrik 

Lewis Research Center 

SUMMARY 

An analytical investigation was  made of the steady-state and transient operating 
characteristics of the lithium cooled primary flow loop of a conceptual nuclear Brayton 
space powerplant a In this conceptual system, the lithium cooled primary loop is coupled 
directly to an inert-gas power conversion loop by a heat exchanger. The heat source for 
this conceptual powerplant is a 2.17-megawatt fast-spectrum reactor. 

From this system investigation, it was  determined that: (1) the reactor steady-state 
power varies linearly with the inserted reactivity, (2) the reactor steady-state power 
varies linearly with the inert-gas flow rate in the power conversion loop, and (3) the flow 
rate of lithium in the primary loop has a small effect on the reactor steady-state power, 

The transient changes in the reactor power and temperatures of the primary loop 
were determined for step input disturbances in (1) inserted reactivity, (2) lithium flow 
rate, and (3) inert-gas flow rate. The response of the system to these step changes can 
be characterized as stable and highly damped, For reactivity step changes ranging from 
5 to 30 cents, the reactor power settling time w a s  approximately constant and equal to 
about 275 seconds. 

The transient response of the system was also investigated with Doppler reactivity 
coefficients which were negative, zero, and positive in value. In general, the response 
of the system did not change appreciably with the different values of Doppler coefficient 
used in the investigation. 

The electric power requirements for our nationgs furture space programs wi l l  con- 
tinue to increase. n view of this, the Lewis Research Center has been working on a 



technology program aimed at the design of an advanced, high-powered, nuclear Brayton 
space powerplant 

The heat source being considered for this advanced space powerplant is a compactp 
fast-spectrum, nuclear reactor. The design power output of the reactor is 2 , l T  mega- 
watts thermal (ref. 1); and the design operating lifetime for the reactor and powerplant 
has been set at 50 000 hours. 

lithigm which circulates continuously through a closed primary flow loop. The primary 
loop is coupled directly to a Brayton inert-gas power conversion loop by a heat ex- 
changer @ 

loop of this conceptual space powerplant. The objectives of the study were (1) to inves- 
tigate the steady-state operation of the primary loop at different off-design operating 
conditions, (2) to determine the transient response of the primary loop to step disturb- 
ances (forced perturbations) in reactivity, lithium flow rate in the primary loop, and 
inert-gas flow rate in the Brayton power conversion loop, and (3) to investigate the effect 
of the Doppler reactivity feedback on the transient response characteristics of the 
system e 

descriptions of the system equations and the models used to represent the reactor and 
heat exchanger a r e  presented in this report. 

.In this conceptual system, the heat generated by the reactor is removed by liquid 

An analytical study w a s  made of the operating characteristics of the primary flow 

The study was  made using an analog computer. The results of the study along with 

SYSTEM DESCRIPTION 

A simplified diagram of the conceptual nuclear Brayton space powerplant is shown 
in figure 1. This sytem, in its present design configuration, has a single lithium cooled 
primary loop, one o r  more complete inert-gas power conversion loops, and a main radi- 
ator loop for waste heat rejection. (The design configuration shown in fig. 1 and de- 
scribed here is preliminary. Studies are currently being made to arr ive at a final de- 

, sign configuration for the system.) 
The path of coolant flow in each of the loops is indicated in figure 1. During normal 

, operation, the heat gained by the lithium as it flows through the reactor is transferred to 
the gas power conversion loop by the heat-source heat exchanger. The heated inert-gas 
is then expanded through a turbine. The work produced by the turbine drives a compres- 
sor  and an electrical alternator. The turbine exhaust gas is cooled as it flows first 
through the recuperator and then through the waste heat exchanger. 

sumed to be argon gas. The feedback effects of the gas power conversion loop and main 
For this preliminary study, the working fluid in the power conversion loop is as- 
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radiator loop were not considered in this study, Instead, the power conversion loop was  
considered as an open loop, and the temperature of the argon gas entering the heat- 
source heat exchanger was assumed constant at 1560' R (867 K), The design point oper- 
ating conditions for this space power system relevant to this study are listed in table I, 

ANALYSIS 

In order to analyze the operating characteristics of the primary loop on the analog 
computes, models were formulated to represent the reactor core and the heat-source 
heat exchanger. In this section, we describe these models and also the equations used 
in the analysis. 

Reactor Core 

he present reactor core design for this space powerplant has 253 cylindrical fuel 
pins, each with a diameter of 3/4 inch (I. 905 cm) and a length of 14.8 inches (37.6 cm). 
The fuel pins are made of uranium nitride and are clad with a tantalum alloy and a tung- 
sten liner. The interior of each fuel pin has a central void of 0.202 inch (0.513 cm) di- 
ameter. The core assembly is cooled by lithium which flows through annular passages 
formed by the outside surfaces of the fuel  pins and the inside surfaces of concentric tan- 
talum tubes which surround the fuel pins, The inside diameter of the surrounding tanta- 
lum tubes is 0,830 inch (2.11 cm). 

Reactor power is regulated by s k  control drums which, when rotated, move fuel (or 
a tantalum neutron absorber) in or  out of the core region, Figure 2 shows a cutaway 
view of the reactor core design for this space power system. A detailed description of 
this reactor design is given in reference 1. 

composition and dimensions stated previously, For calculation purposes the single fuel  
pin model of the core was divided into three axial segments of equal length, Each seg- 
ment, consisting of fuel, cladding, and lithium coolant is described by a set of equations. 
A sketch of the single fuel pin model of the core is shown in figure 3, 

Reactor core models with other than three segments were also investigated on the 
analog computer and it was  determined that the three segment model provided a reason- 
ably accurate representation of the reactor core, 

The analog model used to represent the core consists of a single fuel pin with the 
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Core Analytical Equations 

Core kinetics. - The thermal power generated by the reactor was determined from 
the following equation (ref, 2) :: 

(All symbols a r e  defined in appendix 
tron groups were considered. 

A.) As indicated by equation (I), six delayed neu- 

The rate of change in concentration of the delayed neutron precursors (ref 2) is 
given by 

The decay constants and yield fractions of the precursors for the six delayed neutron 
groups and the prompt neutron generation time a re  listed in table 
table IP were obtained from reference 1. 

/dt in equation (1) is negligible 
in comparison to the other terms in this equation. Because of this, we assumed in our 
analysis that the left side of equation (I) vanishes. This simplification of equation (1) is 
similar to the "promt jumppv approximation described by Ash (ref 3) e 

three separate feedback effects. They a r e  (1) the Doppler coefficient for the reactor fuel 
and cladding, (2) the core geometric expansion temperature coefficient, and (3) the den- 
sity temperature coefficient for the lithium coolant. A Hock diagram of the core with 
these three feedback loops is depicted in figure 4. 

ium density change were calculated from the following expressions: 

The values in 

A s  a point of interest, the magnitude of the term 

Reactivity. - For the reactor analysis, the power coefficient of reactivity included 

The reactivity feedbacks due to  the Doppler effect, the core expansion, and the Bith- 

(3) 

(4) 



d T ~ ,  av 

The feedback coefficient for the core geometric expansion (eq, (4)) is based on the 
average lithium temperature in the core. This is a reasonable approximation since the 
core average temperature is near the average lithium temperature. 

The terms TF,av, T ~ , a v 9  and T ~ , a v  in equations (3), (4), and (5) represent the 
average temperatures of the fuel, cladding, and lithium in the core, respectively. These 
average temperatures were determined by weighting the respective temperatures in each 
axial segment of the core in proportion to the design axial power distribution. 

The axial power distribution at the design operating point was determined from a 
calculation made with the TBSN neutron transport code (ref (I 4) 
power distribution at the design point resembles a chopped cosine. This axial power 
distribution w a s  assumed to be the same at all thermal power levels, The power in the 
three axial segments of the core was  distributed such that about 39.0 percent was pro- 
duced in the middle segment (segment 2) and about 30.5 percent was produced in each of 
the other two segments (segments 1 and 3). 

Hence, for the feedback terms,  the average temperatures of the fuel, cladding, and 
lithium in the core were determined from the segment average temperatures as follows: 

The shape of the axial 

TF, av = Oe3' TF(seg 2) Os 305LTF(seg 1) + TF(seg 3)1 

The design values of average fuel, clad, and lithium temperatures in the core along 
with the values of the feedback coefficients at the design temperatures a r e  listed in 
table m. 

the single fuel  pin model shown in figure 3. The average fuel temperature of each seg- 
ment of the core was computed from the following equation: 

Core heat transfer. - Heat-transfer equations fo r  the core were derived based on 

dt P F ~ F ~ ~ , F  ArF pFvFcp, F 
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And the cladding temperature in each segment of the core was determined from the 
equation 

The lithium temperature in each axial core segment was computed from the expression 

The average lithium temperature in each core segment was assumed equal to the 
arithmetic mean of the lithium temperature at  the segment inlet and outlet. Hence, the 
lithium temperature at the outlet of a core segment is equal to twice the average lithium 
temperature minus the lithium temperature at the segment inlet; that is, TL,out - - 

2TL - TL9in" 

Heat-Source Heat Exchanger 

In this preliminary study, a counterflow shell-and-tube-type configuration was as - 
sumed for the heat-source heat exchanger. This heat exchanger has 331 tantalum flow 
tubes; the tubes were assumed to have an inside diameter of 3/4 inch (I. 905 cm), a wall 
thickness of 0.05 inch (0,127 cm), and a length of approximately 8 feet (2,44 m). 

Argon gas flows inside the tubes and lithium flows countercurrently in the shell, 
The tubes in this heat exchanger configuration are arranged in a hexagonal cross- 
sectional array,  with a centerline-to-centerline spacing between tubes equal to 1.01 
inches (2.56 5 cm) 

Rather it is a conceptual configuration established for this study, which is capable of 
transferring the heat load from the primary loop to the gas power conversion loop, 

The analog computer model for this heat exchanger is a single tube, made of tanta- 
lum, with argon flowing inside the tube and lithium flowing countercurrently on the out- 
side. Figure 5 is a sketch of the analog model used to represent the heat exchanger. As 
indicated in this figure, the single tube model is made up of three axial segments of 
equal length, 

changer assembly. And by the principle of similarity, it can be shown that the single 

The heat exchanger just described should not be considered as a design configuration. 

The length of the single tube model is the same as that of the shell-and-tube heat ex- 
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tube model, with the cross-sectional dimensions shown in figure 5, gives a reasonably 
accurate representation of the shell-and-tube heat exchanger assembly. 

Heat Exchanger Equations 

The heat-transfer equations for  the heat-source heat exchanger were derived based 
on the single tube model shown in figure 5. n the derivation of the equations, the ther- 
mal resistance to heat transfer by conduction across the wall of the heat exchanger was 
determined to be relatively small, and was therefore neglected, 

from the equation 
The average temperature of lithium in each heat exchanger segment was  determined 

And the average wall temperature for each segment of the heat exchanger was  com- 
puted from the equation 

The average temperature of the argon gas in each axial segment of the heat ex- 
changer was  computed from the expression 

Expressions were developed for use on the analog to relate (1) the average temper- 
ature of lithium in a heat exchanger segment to the ithium temperature change across 
the segment, and (2) the average temperature of argon in a heat exchanger segment to 
the argon temperature change across the segment e These expressions were obtained 
from steady-state solutions of the heat exchanger equations at different operating con- 
ditions s 

a 



Heat-Transfer Coefficients 

The average lithium heat-transfer coefficient in each of the three longitudinal seg- 
ments of the core was determined from the following equation (ref. 5): 

4 )O. 7'998 
L, c NuL, = 5.591 + 4.595X10- (Re 

The average lithium heat-transfer coefficient in each of the three longitudinal seg- 
ments of the heat exchanger was  computed from the following equation (ref ., 6) : 

An appropriate average value of DL,HX/LHX was used in equation (16) to calculate the 
average lithium heat-transfer coefficient in each segment of the heat exchanger. 

The average argon heat-transfer coefficient in each segment of the heat exchanger 
was  calculated from the Dittus-Boelter expression (ref. 7); that is, 

Nu = 0.023(Re )O" 8(Pr )Oe4 
g g g 

Representation of Transport Delay 

In a closed loop system, the loop transport delay (or delay time) is clzfined as the 
time required for the coolant to traverse the loop. In the primary loop of the nuclear 
Brayton space powerplant, nearly all of the loop transport delay occurs in the heat- 
source heat exchanger, Consequently, only the transport delay in the heat exchanger was  
considered. 

fourth-order cut-product approximation described in reference 8. Because of the trans- 
port delay, the fluid temperatures at the outlet of each of the three heat exchanger seg- 
ments were delayed by one-third of the loop transport time before entering the next heat 
exchanger segment. At the design value of lithium flow rate, the loop transport delay is 
about 10 seconds. Hence, at the design flow rate of lithium, a change in the lithium tem- 
perature at the reactor outlet goes unnoticed at the reactor inlet for a time period of 
about 10 seconds, 

In this study, the loop transport delay was  simulated on the analog computer by a 
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It should be recognized that the value of the transport delay just stated is a 
characteristic of the heat exchanger configuration used in this study. 

RESULTS AND DBCUSS 

he equations listed in the ANALYSB section of this report were systematically 
programmed and analyzed on an analog computer. 

From this study, information was obtained on (I) the steady-state operating charac- 
teristics of the primary flow loop, (2) the transient response characteristics of the pri- 
mary loop, and (3) the effect of the Doppler reactivity feedback on the transient response 
of the primary loop. 

This information is described in the paragraphs which follow 

perating Characteristics 

The steady-state results of the analog computer study a r e  presented in figure 6 to 11, 
These figures represent a map of the steady-state operating oints of the primary loop 
at various percentages of the design point operating conditio n particular, the fig- 
ures indicate how the steady-state operating variables (i.e. ? reactor power, fuel tem- 
peratures, and lithium coolant temperatures) a r e  affected by (1) inserted reactivity, 
(2) lithium flow rate in the primary loop, and (3) argon gas flow rate in the power con- 
version loop. A discussion of the steady-state operating data a r e  presented below. 

Figure 6 shows the reactor thermal power as a function of inserted reactivity. This 
curve is based on the assumption that the flow rates in the primary loop and gas power 
conversion loop a r e  at their respective design point values. (The design point operating 
values a r e  given in table 1). 

At steady-stale, the inserted reactivity is exactly counterbalanced by the feedback 
ence, each point on the curve in figure 6 represents a condition for which in- 

serted reactivity is exactly counter-balanced by the feedback; and the effective multipli- 
cation factor keff is one. 

(3) (4) and (5) Based on these feedback values, figure 6 shows that the reactor 
steady-state power varies linearly with reactivity insertion. And the change in reactor 
steady-state power is about I2 percent for each 10 cents of reactivity insertion 
(I dollar = 100 cents = 0,0066 reactivity), 

control drums. But reactor power is also affected by the flow rate of argon gas in the 

The feedbacks used to generate the data in figure 6 were computed from equations 

Normally, the reactor thermal power is regulated by changing the position of the 
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power conversion loop, (The argon flow rate affects the rate of heat removal from the 
primary loop; this, in turn, causes a change in reactor temperature. And because of 
the feedbacks, the reactor power also changes. ) Figure 7 shows reactor steady-state 
power as a function of argon flow rate, This figure shows reactor power ckanges sig- 
nificantly with argon flow rate, A IO percent change in the argon flow rate causes about 
a 9 percent change in reactor steady-state power. The change in reactor power is di- 
rectly proportional to argon flow rate. 

power, the lithium flow rate has a relatively small effect. Figure 8 is a plot of reactor 
steady-state power against lithium flow rate with argon flow rate as a parameter. 

is nearly independent of lithium flow rate. Figure 8 shows that with the system initially 
at its design point, an increase of 15 percent in lithium flow rate causes the reactor 
steady-state power to increase by about 0.05 percent. This behavior can be explained by 
the fact that the overall heat-transfer coefficient of the heat-source heat exchanger is 
nearly independent of the lithium flow rate, particularly at low values of argon flow rate. 
A s  a consequence, the average temperatures of the fuel, clad, and lithium is the reactor 
(in e. TF, av, TK, avp and TL, av) are nearly constant over a wide range of lithium flow 
rates, Only at the lower lithium flow rates does the average reactor temperature in- 
crease, And because of the temperature reactivity feedbacks, the reactor thermal power 
decreases. 

Figure 9 shows the steady-state average fuel temperatures of fuel segments 1, 2, 
and 3 against lithium flow rate with argon flow rate as a parameter, At a particular 
value of argon flow rate, the average steady-state temperatures of fuel segments 1 and 3 
vary considerably with lithium flow rate, But the average steady-state temperature of 
fue l  segment 2 is nearly constant and independent of lithium flow rate. 

flow rate, the average temperature of the fuel (i. e, 
stant for a particular argon flow rate, provided the lithium flow rate is greater than 
about 50 percent of the design value. 

as a function of lithium flow rate in figure 10, The curves in figure 10 are based on the 
assumption that the argon flow rate is at its design value. As shown in figure I O ,  the 
lithium temperature at the entrance to the core decreases as the lithium flow rate de- 
creases, This effect originates in the heat-source heat exchanger and is the result of a 
longer dwell time of lithium. More cooling of the lithium takes place in the heat ex- 
changer; consequently, the lithium temperature at the heat exchanger exit decreases * 
(The lithium temperature at the heat exchanger exit is equivalent to the lithium temper- 
ature at the core inlet.) 

In contrast to the large effect which argon flow rate has on reactor steady-state 

For lithium flow rates greater than 50 percent of the design value, the reactor power 

In spite of the variation of the f u e l  tempemtures of segments 1 and 3 with lithium 
in eq. (6)) is nearly con- T~ av 

The steady-state temperatures of lithium at the core inlet and core outlet are shown 
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Similarly, because the lithium dwell time in the core is longer, the lithium temper- 
ature at the core outlet increases as the lithium flow rate decreases, 

Figure 11 shows the steady-state lithium temperatures at the inlet and outlet of the 
core as a function of argon flow rate. The data in figure 11 are based on the assumption 
that the lithium flow is at its design value. Comparing figure b l  with figure IO reveals 
that variations in lithium and argon flow rates have opposing effects on the lithium tem- 
peratures. In figure 11, the lithium temperature at the core inlet increases as argon 
flow decreases. This is because a reduction in argon flow lowers the heat-transfer rate 
in the heat exchanger. And this causes the average lithium temperature to  increase at 
most locations in the primary loop. Because of an increase in temperature throughout 
most of the core, the reactivity feedbacks cause the power to be reduced. A reduction 
in power thus causes less temperature rise of the lithium through the core; and this ex- 
plains the subsequent decrease in lithium temperature at the core outlet, 

perating Characteristics 

The transient operating characteristics of the primary loop were investigated with 
the analog computer by putting step disturbances into the system. The disturbances 
were imposed on each of the following system variables: 

(1) Reactivity 
(2) Lithium flow rate in the primary loop 
(3) Argon flow rate in the power conversion loop 
The reactivity feedbacks used for this portion of the study were computed from equa- 

tions (3), (4), and (5). In the following paragraphs, we  describe the response of the sys- 
tem primary loop to each of the three types of step input disturbances. 

point, step changes were made in reactivity, Reactivity steps of 5, IO, 20, and 30 cents 
were used, 

The thermal power output of the reactor, corresponding to these reactivity step 
changes, is shown as a function of time in figure 12. (Time zero coincides with the step 
input in reactivity.) For each of the reactivity steps shown in figure 12, the reactor 
power reaches a peak or  maximum value in the time span from 25 to 50 seconds, 

tling time?? corresponding to each reactivity step is approximately the same and is equal 
to about 275 seconds. (The reactor power settling time, as used here, is defined as the 
time required for the power to reach and thereafter remain within 5 percent of the steady- 
state change in reactor power.) 

Step changes in reactivity. - With the system operating at its steady-state design 

Although reactor power varies significantly with the reactivity step size, the ??set- 



The average temperatures of the fuel in segments 1, 2, and 3 of the core are shown 
against time in figure 13. An interesting feature of the data in figure 13 is that, in each 
segment of the core, the ratio of the fuel peak temperature change to steady-state tem- 
perature change is nearly constant for all values of reactivity step change shown, The 
approximate ratios of fuel peak temperature change to steady-state temperature change 
for segments 1, 2, and 3 of the core are 1.28, 1,36 ,  and 1. 39, respectivelyy. The fact 
that these ratios are nearly constant signifies that, for the reactivity step sizes investi- 
gated, the percent overshoot in fuel temperature in each axial segment of the core is es- 
sentially constant e 

The lithium temperatures at  the core inlet and core outlet are shown as a function of 
time in figure 14. A comparison of figures 14(a) and (b) shows that the lithium tempera- 
ture  at the core outlet (fig. 14(b)) changes immediately following a reactivity step change, 
But the lithium temperature at  the core inlet (fig, 14(a)) remains unchanged for about 10 
seconds after the reactivity step. This lag in response is caused by the transport delay 
in the heat exchanger. (See the section Representation of Transport Delay.) 

An inspection of the curves in figures 14(a) and (b) shows that the ratios of peak lith- 
ium temperature change to f inal  steady-state lithium temperature change at both the core 
inlet and core outlet are nearly constant and equal to about 1.25. Hence, for the range 
of reactivity steps used, the percent over-shoot in the lithium temperatures is essen- 
tially constant and equal to 25 percent. 

ure 15. For each value of reactivity step change, the ratio of argon peak temperature 
change to  final steady-state temperature change is approximately equal to 1,24.  And for 
the range of reactivity steps shown in figure 15, the percent overshoot in argon tem 
ature is about 24 percent. 

temperature rise across  the core, and fuel section temperatures as a function of reac- 
tivity step insertion. The transient peaks in figure 16 represent the maximum values 
which the variables reach following a step change in reactivity. 

A step change represents the most severe type of input disturbance. Therefore, it 
is expected that, for other types of reactivity input disturbances, the maximum values 
reached by the variables will remain below the transient peak values shown in figure 16. 

Step change in lithium flow rate. - With the system initially at steady-state design 
conditions, a step increase of 15 percent was  made in the lithium flow rate, The re- 
sponse 6f the system to this step change is shown in figure 1'7. Time zero in this figure 
corresponds to the initiation of this step change, 

through the reactor and heat exchanger. The velocity increase has little effect on the 
lithium heat-transfer coefficient. But it does reduce the dwell time of lithium in the 

The temperature of argon at  the heat exchanger outlet is shown against time in fig- 

Figure 16 shows the transient peak and steady-state values of reactor power, lithium 

The immediate effect of this disturbance is an  increase in the lithium velocity 



reactor and heat exchanger 
across both the reactor core and heat exchanger. 

time in figures 1'7(a) and (b), respectively. Immediately following the step change in 
lithium flow rate, the lithium temperature at  the reactor inlet increases. And the lith- 
ium temperature at the reactor outlet decreases. This temperature behavior of lithium 
is caused by the interaction (or coupling) between the core and heat exchanger. After 
about 30 seconds, most of temperature transients die out, And the lithium temperature 
approach their final steady-state values. 

The fuel temperatures in the three segments of the core, following the step change 
in lithium flow rate, a r e  shown against time in figures 17(c), (d), and (e). The largest 
change in fuel temperature takes place in segment 3 (fig, 17(e)). This maximum c 
(at times equals about 4 sec) is only about -8' R (-4* 5 K). 

Figure 1'7(f) shows the reactor thermal power against time after the step change in 
lithium flow rate. Because of the negative temperature feedbacks, the reactor power 
responds to  oppose the change in the lithium temperatures and fuel temperatures. The 
maximum variation in reactor power is small (about 1 .2  percent). 
tem is therefore negligible. 

time after the step c ange in lithium flow rate. The maximum change in argon temper- 
ature is about 2' R 
(0.18 K). 

From the preceding discussion, it is apparent that changes in lithium flow rate have 
a relatively small effect on the final steady-state conditions in the system primary loop. 

Step change in argon flow rate. - At time zero, with the system operating at design 
conditions, a step increase of 15 percent was  made in the argon flow rate. The subse- 
quent system response to this step change is shown in figure 18. 

The increase in argon flow rate directly affects the system in two ways. Firs t ,  it 
reduces the dwell time of the argon gas in the heat exchanger, and second, it improves 
the gas side heat-transfer coefficient in the heat exchanger. 

Figure 18(a) shows the argon temperature at the heat exchanger outlet against time. 
For the first 50 seconds after the argon flow rate change, the argon temperature at the 
heat exchanger outlet decreases. This initial decrease occurs because the dwell time of 
the argon gas in the heat exchanger is reduced. After the first  50 seconds, the argon 
temperature at the heat exchanger outlet increases and approaches a final steady-state 
value e 

figures 18(b) and (c) 
increase in the heat-transfer rate to the gas loop. The increased heat-transfer rate is 

As  a result there is a smaller lithium temperature change 

The temperature of lithium at the reactor inlet and reactor outlet a r e  shown against 

s effect on the sys- 

Figure 17(g) shows the temperature of argon at the heat exchanger outlet against 

. 1 K), and the final steady-state change is only about 0.35' R 

The lithium temperatures at the core inlet and core outlet a r e  shown against time in 
respectively. These temperatures decrease initially because of an 



caused by an increase in the gas side heat-transfer coefficient and by a lower gas tem- 
perature in the heat exchanger, The lithium temperatures shown in figures 18(b) and (c) 
eventually increase and approach their final steady-state values The eventual increase 
in these lithium temperatures is caused by an increase in reactor thermal power. 

Figure %8(d) shows the reactor power against time after the argon flow rate step, 
The maximum power is reached at about 130 seconds after the argon flow rate change. 
This maximum is about 14 percent greater than the initial design power, The f inal  
steady-state power is about 12 percent greater than the initial design value. The power 
behaves in the manner shown in figure 18(d) because of the temperature reactivity feed- 
backs @ 

The fuel temperatures in the three segments of the core are shown against time 
after the argon flow rate step in figures %8(e) (f) and (g) 
section decreases initially and then increases to a final steady-state value. In each sec- 
tion of the core, the final steady-state fuel temperature is slightly greater than the cor- 
responding initial value, 

on the transient and steady-state operating conditions in the primary flow loop. 

ables to three types of input step perturbations. These input perturbations were imposed 
with the system initially at its steady-state design operating level. In table IV, we have 
summarized some of the response data of the system for the three types of input step 
disturbances I 

tem initially at its steady-state design point, the reactor power settling time for  each 
reactivity step is about 275 seconds. However, at low-flow, off-design conditions, the 
reactor power settling times are considerably longer, For example, at a lithium flow 
rate equal to 10 percent of the design lithium flow rate, the reactor power settling time, 
following a step change in reactivity, is about 10 times the value shown in table IV, o r  
about 2750 seconds, 

In the section Steady-State Operating Characteristics, it was shown that the change 
in steady-state reactor power is directly proportional to the inserted reactivity. How- 
ever, the transient peak change in reactor power i s  not proportiom1 to  the reactivity 
step change. Table HV shows that for a 5-cent reactivity step, the ratio of peak reactor 
power to final steady-state power is about 2 ,6 .  But for a 30-cent reactivity step, this 
ratio is about 4, 5. Hence, the ratio of peak change to final steady-state change in reac- 
tor  power increases with the reactivity step size,  

The temperature in each 

The data just  presented show that a change in argon flow rate has a significant effect 

The preceding sections described the transient behavior of the primary loop vari- 

f special significance in table IV is the reactor power settling time. With the sys- 



Effect of Doppler Coefficient 

The preceding results were based on a Doppler feedback coefficient which was  cal- 
culated from equation (3) The Doppler coefficient given by equation (3) was estimated 
by the method described in reference 9, This Doppler coefficient i s  considered to be the 
best estimate at this time. However, until experimental verification is made, some un- 
certainty exists in the actual value of this coefficient. Because of this uncertainty, a 
study was made to examine the effect of the Doppler coefficient on the system response, 

Three different values of Doppler coefficient were used: a negative value, a zero 
value, and a positive value. The equations used to calculate these Doppler coefficients 
and the magnitudes of these coefficients at the reactor design operating temperatures a r e  
listed in table V, The equation for the negative Doppler coefficient in table V is identi- 
cal to equation (3). 

inserting a step reactivity change into the system. The magnitude of the step change 
was 20 cents. And it was made at time zero with the system operating at its design 
point 

ure 19. The parameter in this figure is the Doppler coefficient. 

ure 19(a). This figure shows reactor power against time after the 20-cent reactivity 
step. For the three Doppler coefficients, the time to reach peak power ranges from 
about 30 to 35 seconds. And the reactor power settling time for each of the three coef- 
ficients is about 275 seconds. The values of the peak power a r e  about 224 percent, 208 
percent, and 198 percent of design for the positive, zero, and negative Doppler coeffi- 
cients, respectively. The difference in final steady-state power for positive and nega- 
tive Doppler coefficients is about 9 percent. 

against time with Doppler coefficient as a parameter, In each core segment, the peak 
fuel temperature for the positive Doppler coefficient is about 90' R (50 K) greater than 
the peak fuel temperature for the negative Doppler coefficient. And in each core seg- 
ment, the final steady-state fuel temperature for the positive Doppler coefficient is 
about 65' R (36 K) greater than the final steady-state fuel temperature for the negative 
Doppler coefficient 

Figure U(e) shows the lithium temperature rise across the core against time with 
Doppler coefficient as a parameter. The values of peak lithium temperature rise are 
about 215' R (I19 K), 200' R ( I l l  K), and 190' R (IO6 K) for the positive, zero, and 
negative Doppler coefficients respectively. The final steady-state lithium temperatures 
for  positive and negative Doppler coefficients differ by about 9' R (5 K)* 

We investigated the effect of these Doppler coefficients on the system response by 

The time response of the system following this step in reactivity is shown in fig- 

The effect of Doppler coefficient on the reactor power response is given in fig- 

Figures 19(b), (c), and (d) show the fuel temperatures in core segments 1, 2, and 3 

I 5  



The preceding paragraphs have shown the effect of negative, zero, and positive 
Doppler coefficients on the transient response of the system, In general, for the range 
of Doppler coefficients used, the system response w a s  not significantly affected by the 
Doppler coefficient. The reason for this is that the reactivity feedbacks due to the lith- 
ium density 6k 
and therefore, they have a predominate effect on the system response. Consequently, 
even when the positive Doppler coefficient was  used, the net feedback (which is the sum 
of 6kE, Fk 

and the core expansion 6kE have relatively large negative values, 
P 

and 6kD) remains significantly negative. 
P 

SUMMARY OF RESULTS 

An investigation w a s  made of the operation of the primary flow loop of a conceptual 
nuclear Brayton space powerplant. As a result of this investigation, the following were 
determined: (1) the effects of off-design operation on the steady-state reactor power and 
steady-state temperatures in the primary loop; (2) the transient response characteris- 
tics of the primary loop to step disturbances (forced perturbations) in reactivity, lithium 
flow rate, and inert-gas flow rate; and (3) the effect of the Doppler reactivity coefficient 
on the transient response of the system primary loop. The specific results obtained 
from this system investigation are as follows: 

reactivity. A reactivity insertion of 10 cents causes a change of about 12  percent in the 
reactor steady-state power. 

2. The flow rate of inert-gas in the power conversion loop has a significant effect on 
the reactor steady-state power. The inert-gas flow rate affects the rate of heat removal 
from the primary loop and, consequently, the temperatures in the loop. And because of 
the temperature reactivity feedbacks, the reactor power also changes. For this system, 
the reactor steady-state power was  found to be proportional to the inert-gas flow rate. 
A 10 percent change in the inert-gas flow rate causes about a 9 percent change in the re- 
actor steady-state power. 

3. The flow rate of lithium in the primary loop has a small effect on the reactor 
steady-state power. With the system initially at its design operating point, a step in- 
crease of 15 percent in lithium flow rate causes the reactor steady-state power to in- 
crease by about 0-05 percent, 

4. The transient response of the system following step changes in inserted reac- 
tivity, lithium flow rate, and inert-gas flow rate can be characterized at stable and 
highly damped, 

inserted reactivity results in a peak (or maximum) increase in reactor power of about 

1. The steady-state power output of the reactor is a linear function of the inserted 

With the system initially at its design operating point, a step increase of 30 cents in 



1'72 percent. The reactor power settling time corresponding to a 30-cent step increase 
in inserted reactivity is about 275 seconds, 

5, l 'he transient change in the reactor power and system temperatures following a 
step change in lithium flow rate is relatively small. The peak (or maximum) increase in 
reactor power resulting from a 15 percent increase in lithium flow rate is about 1. 2 per- 
cent * 

the system conditions. With the system initially at its design operating oint, a step in- 
crease of 15 percent in argon flow rate results in a peak transient increase in reactor 

'7. The system response did not change appreciably for the different values of 
Doppler coefficient used in this investigation. Even when the Doppler reactivity coeffi- 
cient was considered positive, the system response was stable and highly damped. 

6. A step change in the inert-gas flow rate causes a significant transient change in 

wer of about 17 percent. 

Lewis Research Center, 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration, 

io, November 16, 1970, 
120-27, 



APPENDIX A - SYMBOLS 

A 

Am 

D 

Di 
d 

f 

h 

k 

6k 

6kD 

6kE 

6kP 
4; 

1"  

NU 

Pe 

Pr 

a 
A r  

Re 

S 

S 

T 

AT 

T 

t 

- 

2 flow area ,  ft2;  m 
2 2  log-mean area  for  heat conduction, f t  ; m 

heat capacity, Btu/(lbm) (OR) ; (kw) (sec)/(kg)(K) 

hydraulic diameter, f t ;  m 

contribution to power from *h grcup of delayed neutron precursors,  Btu/sec; kW 

outside diameter of tubes in heat-source neat exchanger, ft ;  m 

fraction of total power generated in fuel segment 

heat-transfer coefficient, Btu/(sec)(ft ) (  R); kW/(m )(K) 

thermal conductivity, Btu/(ft) (sec)('R) ; kW/(m) (K) 

reactivity 
reactivity feedback due to Doppler effect 

reactivity feedback due to core expansion 

reactivity feedback due to  lithium density change 

length, f t ;  m. 

2 0  2 

prompt neutron generation time, sec  

Nusselt number 

Peclet number 

Prandtl number 

reactor power, Btu/sec; kW 

incremental distance in radial direction, f t ;  m 

Reynolds number 

heat-transfer surface area, f t2;  m 2 

centerline-to-centerline distance between tubes in heat-source neat exchanger 

temperature, OR; K 

temperature increment, OR; M 

average temperature associated with segment of core o r  heat exchanger, OR; K 

time, s ec  

ft; m 



3 3  v volume, f t  ; m 

AX 

P 

Pi 
'i 
P density, lbm/ft 3; kg/rn 

w flow rate, lbm/sec; kg/sec 

Subscripts: 

incremental distance in axial direction, f t ;  m 

fraction of fission neutrons which a r e  delayed 

fraction of delayed fission neutrons belonging to i group 

decay constant of delayed neutron precursor in ith group, sec 

th  

-1 

av 

C 

F 

g 

H x  

in 

K 

L 

out 

seg 1 

seg 2 

seg 3 

w 
1 

2 

3 

4 

average 

core 

fuel 

argon gas 

heat exchanger 

segment inlet 

fuel cladding 

liquid lithium 

segment outlet 

segment 1 

segment 2 

segment 3 

tube wall  of heat exchanger 

reactor inlet 

reactor outlet 

heat exchanger inlet 

heat exchanger outlet 
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Reactor thermal power, Q, MW thermal 

Lithium temperature at reactor inlet, T1, OR(K) 

Lithium temperature at reactor outlet, T2, OR(K) 

Lithium flow rate, GL, lbm/sec (kg/sec) 

Argon temperature at heat exchanger inlet, T3, OR(K) 

Argon temperature at heat exchanger outlet, T4, OR(K) 

Argon flow rate, & Ibm/sec (kg/sec) g ' 

2.17 

2100( 1167) 

2200( 1222) 

20. i'O(9.39) 

1560(867) 

2060(1144) 

32.80(14.88) 

aPrompt neutron generation time 2 * = 4.OX10-8 sec. 

Delay group 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Decay Constant, X sec-' Yield fraction, pi i' 

3.8800 0.0001719 

1.4000 .0008431 

.3110 .0026910 

.1160 ~ 0012380 

,0317 . 00 14020 

.0127 .0002517 

Total 0.0065977 

Average fue l  temperature, TF, av' OR(K) 

Average clad temperature, TK, av, OR(K) 

Average lithium temperature in core, 
TL ,& OR(K) 

Doppler, d(6kD)/dT, 'R-l(K-l) 

Reactiv'ty temperature coefficient due to 
core expansion, d(bkE)/dT, OR-l(K-l) 

Reactivity temperature coefficient due to 
lithium density, d(6kp/dT, OR-l(K-l) 

Reactivity temperature coefficient due to 

2270(1262) 

2178( 1210) 

21?4( 1208) 

- 1. 038X10-6(- 1. 87X10-6) 

-5. 69X10-6(- 10. 24x10-6) 

-1. 63X10-6(-2. 93X10-6) 
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Pr imary  loop 

1 
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I- Electromagnetic 

Pump 

Gas power conversion loop 

Compressor 

3 

Main  radiator loop 

Figure 1. - Schematic diagram of conceptual n x l e a r  Brayton space powerplant. 
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Figure 2. - Nuclear Brayton space power reactor. 
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,rLithium coolant passage (I.D.: 0.75 in. o r  

1.9 cm: O.D.: 0.83 in. o r  2.11 cm) 
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,-Segment 2 -,, 

,-Segment 3 
I 

- 

Figure 3. - Single fue l  p in  model of reactor core (not  to scale). 

Figure 4. - Block diagram of reactor wi th  three-path feedback. 

25 



8ft 
m) ( 2  

Argon flow (Passage diameter: 
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L i th ium flow (Passage 0. D.: 1.13 in. or 
2.87 cm; I.D.: 0.85 in. or 
2.16 cm) 

t 

,-Segment 1 

,-Segment 2 

,-Segment 3 

F igure 5. - Single tube model of shell-and-tube heat exchanger (not  to scale). 
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Figure 6. - Steady-state reactor power as a func t i on  of reactivi ty 
inser t ion wi th  l i t h i u m  and argon f low rates at t h e i r  respective 
design values. 
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F igure 11. - Steady-state l i t h i u m  temperature at core in le t  and core out le t  as a 
func t i on  of argon flow rate w i t h  l i t h i u m  flow rate at i t s  design value. 

Time after reactivi ty step inser t ion,  sec 

F igure 12. - Reactor power against t ime  fo r  reactivi ty step i nse r t i ons  of 5, 10, 20, and 30 cents. 
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Figure 13. - Average fuel temperature of sections 1, 2, and 3 against t ime for reactivity step insertions of 5, 10, 20, 
and 30 cents. 
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